
COMMONS DEBAIES.
confidence in the Committee. Rowever, a certain series o:
questiots was publised and printed for circulation. Or
examination I considered the questions quite out o
place for any ordinary farmere to answer inteligently
The result was, that about twenty lista of questions wer
given to each member of the House, and I am satisfied tha
nine.tenths of those given to members of the Oppositior
were not circulated in their respective counties. Th
Committee was a purbly partisan Committee, anc
the Conservative members of the House circulated th
questions only among their friends, and the questionk
were of such a nature, respecting Tariff matters, altogethe
irrelevant to the farming commrnity that very few farmere
could answer them. I have reccived a iew copies of the
work, but I have not opened it until a few minutes ago
simply because I have some knowledge of what the work is
like, baving been a member of the Comrnittee. I attended
every meeting of ihe Coinmittee. I notice an answer given
to the first quesion by a gentleman in Waterloo; he replies
to a question in reference to the Tariff: "I know nothbng
about it, ask Moses Stringer." Many of the questions are
answered in the samo manner. It svas never intended that
the evidonco should be published, and I disapprove very
much of the action of the Printing Comnrnittee. It was a
Joint Committee, conposeA of members of this flouse -and
tho Senate, and the latter disapproved of this printing. It
could not pas tho Printing Committeo until a very largo
portion of the members bad left for their homes, when a
few members of the Committee met in the Tower Room-
I think the day before the close of the Session-and passed
the motion. Not one member of the Senate and but half
the mcmbrs from this Houso were in the Committee Room
ait tho time. I was astonished when I saw the work of
nearly SO pages, which is, in my estimation, of very little
consequence, and the distribution bas been very lavish,
Some nembers tell me they bave fifty copies lying at their
homes now, not distributed, having como to the conclusion
that the work was not worth distribution.

Mr. BOWELL. The bon. gentleman will remember that
Mr. Wark and Mr. McLelan, and one or two others of the
Sonate, were there.

Mr TROW. Yeî; two or three were there and pro-
tested against it, and left the roomi.

Mr. BOWELL. The motion was put, and as they
Ohjeeted to it, they igot up and walked out when it was
put.

M r. FAIRBANKS. What number of these reports was
sent to each hon. inember?

Mr. WRITE (Cardwell). That is in the records of the
House. It was ordered by the flouse, and is not a 'Gov-
rriment m2itter.

Mr. McMULLEN. The manner in which this was dis-
tributed was vory irregular. I nover got any ait al. Per"
haps the entire supply for the connty of Wellington was
gent to the promoter of the Committee, Dr. Orton. I got-
none of then, and therefore carnot say anything about the
value of the production.

Mr. LISTER. I bglieve I regeived thirty or forty, and
they are lying at the office. The boy uses them occasion-
ally to light fires. L turning up the report and looking
at pige 284, I sec that Mr. E. P. Watson, Reeve of Sarnia,
winds up hie ans'wers 'by sying:

"Ail politicans hbere know the above to be correct, but wouid tnut, d
eourge, ferr piafty iake, admit publiclY the'ftcts, oIr 1theY w1u'd -be
ceno',," ind rua out ef tbeir party, and iuany wauld be rained in
their business."

Anotherigentleman, Mr. James Hl. Bowes says:
"I hdt#Wteredtbeedetot qutions ;,will he be kindenough to

for the Cil Service of the eGoerament, wbdn h. "d the *uInk in

f 13t. John, in ey hearing, that $22,500,000 wm m h lb« munelat fer
i puarposes?"

f Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There ought to bu
some limit to the expenditure incurred for such purposes.
It is Lot denied that $ 10,000 of the public money has been

t spent fbr this. That is really an enormous sum to pa, for
the distribution of a report of that kind, and the thing
ehould not occur again. I am not going to go into the mnerits

d of the concern, which I have not read, any more than the
First Minister, but I do say that *10,000 is too much for
such a purpose. In all these cases, tho Committue, if it
chooses, could make a short digest of the evidence and pub-
lish ibat, but should not publish a linge volume of this
kind.

Mr. GUILLET. It is within the knowledge of the House
that the evidence was ordered to be publiahed last Session,
by a motion of this louse. The report the hon. mombor
for South Perth speaks of, the publication of the report by
the Printing Committee, in the Session of 1882, was bronght
before the Printing Committee and the usual numter of
copies were moved for by friends of bis own, bat a larger
number wero ordered to be ublished afterwards. The
motion was made, in amendmenit, that 5,000 copies of the
report in Freneh be publieshed, and that was voted down, a
majority of bis friends of the Cornmittee being present.
Aterwards, when a fairer representation of the Committee
was present, the motion was brought up again and reosa-
sidered, and 5,000 in English and 5,000 in French were
ordered to be prinied. That was the re port. Last Sossion
on tho motion of an bon. member, it was orderod that
5,00(0( copies in English and 5,900 in French of the evidenco
should be pub.shod, and this l i e report the House is now
considorirg. It was donc by order of the HIouse on the
motion of an hon. membor, and not by the [Printing Com-
mittee.

Mr. BLAKE. But that could not be, under the rules of
the H1ouse, except after refoerence to the Printing Committee
and a report from them on it, and I understand the Printing
Committee declined to do more than order the printing of
the report itself.

An hon. MEXIBE R. It was a recommendation.
Mr. BLAKE. A suggestion or roconmendation is ail the

worse, because, by the rule, any motion to print is referred
to the Printing Committee. That is a Joint Committoe of
both Houses, and it is that tribunal which we have fixed by
our rules as the proper tribunal to decide what documents
shall bo printed; so that I do not understand how ibis evi.
donce, upon the statement of the hon. member, cati Lave
been regularly priitod.

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). As I underâtand, there was a
reference Vo the Printing Committee from the flouse, under
the rules of the House, of a motion for the printing of this
evidence last Ses.sion, bevause he report had been printed
the previous Session. When the matter came betore the
Committee, I do not remember whether the meeting was
large or small, but I do remember that the motion was car-
ried by the Committee; that a larger number than the usual
-distri buLon was determined upon; that the ordinary report
on the subject was brought into the Houe, and that it was
adopted by the House on the report of the Pi inting Com-
mittee.

Mr. BLAKE. And adopted in the Senate?

M r. WHITE. I presume it was adopted in the Senate,
but I do nct know. The Srna le iS Lot the body which pro-
vides the money ; this is the Hlouse which-does that.

Mr. FAIRBAN K. The bon. member for Cardwell is kind
enough tu instruct me as to whom I sbould ask in regardîto
this matter, but I would repeat my question -throngh you,
Mr. Ohainan, to ýthe Seeretary of 'State, and would 4alç
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